
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Applicant: 
Serial No. 
Filed: 
Title: 



William C. Miller 

10/021,649 

12/19/2001 



i 



"Automobile Trunk Compartmentalizer' 



Art Unit: 3727 

Examiner: Maerena W. Brevard 

Atty. Dkt: 01-09-01 

Honorable Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D C. 20231 



TO THE HONORABLE COMMISIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS: 

COMES NOW WILLIAM C MILLER Applicant herein, and files this, his "Response to 
Office Action", in response to an office action mailed to him on the 29 lh day of January, 2004, 
and in conjunction with his pending Original Application for Letters Patent. Applicant, William 
C. Miller, respectfully requests that the following Response to Office Action be considered in 
reconsideration and/or further examination of said pending Original Application. 
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RECEIVED 

MAR 2 6 2004 
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RESPONSE 
Status of the Claims 

Claims 1 was amended by amendment received by the Office on the 22 nd day of October, 
2003. In a previous Office Action mailed November 20, 2002, the Examiner indicated that 
Claims 1 through 4 would be allowable if re- written to overcome the Section 112, second 
paragraph, rejections. Applicant has amended, by the aforementioned amendment, Claim 1 and 
respectfully submits that such claim is now in position for allowance. Claims 2 through 4 are 
dependent upon Claim 1 and Applicant submits that Claims 2 through 4 are therefore also now in 
position for allowance. In the same Office Action of November 20, 2002, the Examiner 
indicated that Claim 5 was allowable as filed. Applicant's Petition to Revive was granted and a 
copy of the Decision was mailed from the Office of Petitions on October 29, 2003. 

Election 

In response to the Office Action mailed on the 29 th day of January, 2004, Application 
respectfully elects Group I, Claims I through 4. 

All Claims to unelected Groups are hereby Cancelled without prejudice. 

Conclusion 

Applicant respectfully submits that his amendments have overcome the previous Section 
112, second paragraph, rejections. The previously stated objections to Claims 1 through 4 by the 
Examiner have not been reiterated in light of the Applicant's amendment. Therefore, Applicant 
respectfully urges that Claims 1 through 4 are now in proper form and that such Claims define 
patentably over the known prior art. Applicant has elected the invention defined by the Group I 
Claims 1 through 4, and has cancelled unelected claims without prejudice. Therefore, Applicant 
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submits that this application is now in condition for allowance, which action is respectfully 



solicited. 



Applicant respectfully requests a telephone conference with the Examiner in the event 



that this Response is perceived to be in anywise deficient or in the event that the Examiner 



believes that same may valuably clarify issues or move this application toward allowance. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Larry Mason Lee 
Reg. No./£8,873 
4408 Spicewood Springs Rd. 
Austin, Texas 78759 
(512)346-1277 Telephone 
(512) 346-2151 Facsimile 
Attorney for Applicant 
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